Figure S2. Forest plots for immune response to vaccination question

Figure S2.1. Forest plot of studies of seroconversion (=4 fold rise in HI titre): seasonal influenza A/H1N1,
vaccinated immunocompromised patients versus vaccinated immunocompetent controls

Study %

D ES(95%Cl) Weight
Shildt et al (1979) - I 0.05 (0.01, 0.36) 1.04
Rosok et al (1996) * : 0.17 (0.02, 1.78) 0.83
Vigano et al (2008) - T 0.19(0.02,1.71) 0.92
Staprans et al (1995) -4 T 0.16(0.02,1.11) 1.10
Hsieh et al (2002) —_— 0.10(0.03, 0.33) 1.93
Bergeron (2010) -t 0.27 (0.04, 1.69) 1.22
Brydak et al (2006) —_— 0.16 (0.05, 0.53) 2.04
Huang et al (1983) —_— 0.23 (0.05, 1.04) 1.56
Mazzone et al (2001) —r—: 0.17 (0.05, 0.54) 2.09
Ortbals et al (1977) —+—| 0.17 (0.06,0.48) 2.25
Porter et al (2004) —T 0.23(0.06, 0.84) 1.24
King et al (2000) — 1.04 (0.06, 17.55) 0.62
Centkowski et al (2007) —_— 0.22(0.06,0.79) 191
Nelson et al (1988) —_— 0.19(0.07, 0.56) 2.26
Knyszet al (2001) —~— 0.38(0.07, 2.16) 132
Kroon et al (1994) e : 0.36(0.07, 1.85) 1.40
Steinherzet al (1980) - 0.39(0.07, 2.14) 134
Del Porto et al (2006) - 0.43(0.09, 2.06) 1.49
Brydak et al (2000) 0.47 (0.09, 2.34) 1.44
Holvast et al (2003)b —_—— 0.23(0.10,0.53) 2.69
Ganzetal (1978) —_— 0.44(0.11, 1.87) 1.66
Cavdar et al (2003) —¢- 0.55(0.11, 2.67) 1.47
Nelson et al (1988) —ﬁ-:— 0.33(0.12,0.89) 2.37
Hodges et al (1873) —*—l— 0.31(0.13,0.71) 2.70
Chadwick et al (1994) —_— 0.34(0.14,0.83) 2.57
Takata et al (2009) ' -+ 2.00(0.15, 27.45) 0.71
Salemi et al (2010) —- 0.89(0.16, 5.08) 1.30
Montoya et al (2007) —- 0.94(0.17,5.25) 1.33
Furth et al (1995) —_— 0.61(0.17, 2.19) 1.89
Pinto et al (2001) —_— 0.63(0.19,2.13) 1.8
Brydak et al (2004) —_—— 0.41(0.19,0.88) 2.84
Bedognetti et al (2009) —_— 0.58(0.21, 1.64) 2.30
Miotti et al (1983) —_— 0.53(0.21, 1.33) 2.52
King et al (2001) —_—— 0.93(0.21, 4.03) 161
Romanowska et al (2010) —_— 0.68(0.23, 2.05) 2.18
Durando et al (2008) — 0.48(0.23,1.00) 2.89
Amendols et al (2001) — 0.42(0.24,0.73) 3.28
Huang et al (1987) —_— 0.75(0.25, 2.21) 2.21
Keshtkar-Jahromi et al (2008) —_— 0.69(0.26, 1.83) 2.42
Hananiz et al (2004) —_— 0.64(0.28,1.43) 2.74
Winer et al (1978) + e 3.38(0.29, 39.32) 0.78
Chalmers et al (1954) — 0.65(0.32,1.33) 254
Hodges et al (1979) —_— 1.26(0.33,4.77) 1.81
Centkowski et al (2007) —:+— 0.88(0.35, 2.22) 2.51
Tarasova et al (2006) o e e cem— 1.67(0.39,7.15) 1.63
Kubiet et al (1996) ——— 1.96 (0.48,7.99) 1.70
Vaziri et al (2009) —t— 1.29(0.58, 2.87) 2.76
Fowke et al (1997) | —+—— 2.08(0.64,6.73) 2.06
Holvast et al (2009)a | t— 1.98(0.74,5.31) 2.39
Briges et al (1980) : - 3.75(0.79, 17.72) 1.51
Kudo et al (2005) I - 4.72(0.86, 26.04) 134
Grekas et al (1993) | T 3.00(0.90,9.98) 2.01
Kubota et al (2007) | —_— 3.82(1.34, 10.87) 2.28
Overall (I-squared =53.2%, p=0.000) < 0.55(0.43,0.70) 100.00
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis I I: I

25 5 1 2
Odds ratio



Figure S2.2. Forest plot of studies of seroconversion (24 fold rise in Hl titre): influenza A/H3N2, vaccinated
immunocompromised patients versus vaccinated immunocompetent controls

Study %
D ES (953 CI) Weight
Kroon et al (1994) + : 0.07 (0.01,0.61) 1.17
Stiver etal (1978) - 1 0.05 (0.01,0.22) 1.68
Takata et al (2009) + t 0.10(0.01, 0.90) 1.10
Cavdar et al (2003) . ' 0.13(0.02,0.92) 134
Steinherzet al (1980) ¥ — 0.27 (0.03, 2.38) 1.15
Staprans et al (1995) -4 : 0.17 (0.03,0.94) 154
Rytel et al (1977) —_— 0.12(0.03,0.42) 2.05
Hodzes et al (1979) —_— 0.14(0.04, 0.50) 1.97
Chadwick et al (1994) —_— I 0.10(0.04,0.26) 2.42
Brydak et al (2006) —_— 0.14 (0.04, 0.50) 2.04
Centkowski et al (2007) —+—:- 0.20(0.06, 0.70) 2.04
Salemi et al (2010) ;l 0.44 (0.0, 3.42) 1.24
Nelson et al (1988) —_— 0.18 (0.06, 0.57) 2.18
Versluis et al (1926) —_— 0.28(0.08, 1.01) 1.99
Miotti et al (1983) —_— 0.20(0.08, 0.53) 2.44
Ganzetal (1978) ™ o : 0.35(0.08, 1.48) 1.81
Bedognetti et al (2009) * 0.26(0.09,0.76) 2.28
Mazzone et al (2001) —_— 0.31(0.10,0.94) 2.25
Knyszetal (2001) -4 0.56(0.11,2.86) 1.61
Vigano et al (2008) —_— 0.47(0.12,1.94) 1.85
Hodges et al (1979) —L 0.28(0.12, 0.65) 2.59
Pinto et al (2001) —_— 0.49(0.13,1.79) 1.99
Stiver et al (1977) —_— 0.35(0.16,0.79) 2.66
Porter et al (2004) —_—r 0.52(0.16, 1.64) 217
Furth et al (1995) —_— 0.54(0.17,1.79) 2.12
Durando et al (2008) —_— 0.37(0.17,0.78) 2.72
Brydak et al (2000) : 2 2.13(0.20, 22.44) 1.03
Amendola et al (2001) —T 0.35(0.20,0.61) 298
Montoya et al (2007) t 1.00(0.21,4.86) 1.66
Keshtkar-Jahromi et al (2008) —_— 0.54(0.22,1.32) 2.52
Hanania et al (2004) — 0.59(0.27,1.29) 2.68
Hsieh et al (2002) —:4— 0.87(0.29, 2.59) 2.26
Holvast et al (2008)b —_— 0.69(0.30, 1.61) 2.59
Romanowska et al (2010) —_— 1.01(0.33,3.08) 2.22
Grekas et al (1993) —_—— 1.02 (0.34, 3.07) 2.24
Rosok et al (1996) L + 3.50(0.37, 32.97) 1.10
Kudo et al (2005) : -4 1.75(0.39,7.92) 1.74
Brydak et al (2004) - 0.97 (0.41, 2.27) 2.59
Winer et al (1978) - » o 2.63(0.45, 15.31) 1.48
Huang et al (1987) -t 1.33(0.46,3.80) 2.31
Kubiet et al (1996) +— 1.93(0.48,7.61) 1.90
Shildt et al (1979) [ T 1.55(0.62, 3.89) 2.50
Del Porto et al (2006) : - 3.00(0.64,14.08) 1.70
King et al (2001) | -+ 3.13(0.66, 14.72) 1.70
Centkowski et al (2007) | ——— 1.56(0.68, 3.59) 2.61
Holvast et al (2003)a I —t— 2.78(0.72,10.74) 1.92
Vaziri et al (2008) I d—— 1.64(0.78, 3.43) 274
Kubota et al (2007) : e 2.40(0.90, 6.43) 2.40
Chalmers et al (19%4) 1 —_—— 2.38(1.09,5.22) 2.68
Overall (l-squared =66.9%, p =0.000) L 0.55(0.41,0.73) 100.00
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis :
1 | I
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Figure AS2.3. Forest plot of studies of seroconversion (24 fold rise in HI titre): seasonal influenza B,
vaccinated immunocompromised patients versus vaccinated immunocompetent controls

Study %
D ES (953 CI) Weight
Kroon et al (1994) + : 0.07 (0.01, 0.56) 1.13
Bedognetti et al (2009) 2 + 0.08(0.01, 0.67) 1.14
Centkowski et al (2007) -4~ + 0.08(0.01,0.58) 1.22
Huangetal (1983) - . 0.12(0.02, 0.56) 1.74
Bergeron (2010) -+ : 0.21(0.03,1.28) 1.43
Staprans et al (1995) T 0.24(0.04,1.46) 1.45
Miotti et al (1989) —_— 0.11(0.04, 0.29) 2.77
Knyszetal (2001) -— 0.27(0.04, 1.64) 1.44
Rosok et al (1996) 3: 0.44(0.05,3.98) 1.08
Stiver et al (1978) —_— 0.16(0.06, 0.48) 2.58
Salemi et al (2010) ™ o 0.44(0.06, 3.42) 1.21
Versluis et al (1986) —_— 0.22 (0.06, 0.81) 2.13
Montoya et al (2007) ™ 0.33(0.06, 1.78) 1.59
Vigano et al (2008) ¢J| 0.40(0.07, 2.30) 1.52
Brydak et al (2006) _+|_' 0.31(0.09,1.14) 217
Del Porto et al (20086) + 0.41(0.09, 1.88) 1.80
Stiver et al (1977) —_— 0.22(0.09, 0.51) 3.07
Hanania et al (2004) —+—'L 0.23(0.10,0.52) 3.15
Mazzone et al (2001) _%_—— 0.42(0.11,1.66) 2.03
Kroon et al (1994) + 0.50(0.11, 2.31) 178
Pinto et al (2001) —_— 0.43(0.11, 1.69) 2.03
Romanowska et al (2010) —_— 0.36(0.11,1.14) 2.40
Nelson et al (1988) —— 0.28(0.11,0.69) 2.93
Brydak et al (2000) '3 0.58(0.11, 2.95) 1.65
Amendola et a1 (2001) —_— 0.22(0.13, 0.38) 3.78
Hsieh et al (2002) —_— 0.39(0.13,1.17) 2.53
Kubiet et al (1996) Lo 0.63(0.14, 2.85) 1.20
Fowke et al (1937) _*—— 0.50(0.15, 1.66) 2.32
Porter et al (2004) —_— 0.47 (0.15, 1.45) 2.47
Hayney et al (2004) —_— 0.39(0.16, 0.95) 2.96
Vaziri et al (2003) —_— 0.35(0.16,0.74) 3.28
Shildt et al (1979) —_— 0.50(0.20, 1.26) 291
Chalmers et al (1994) —_— 0.47 (0.23,0.96) 3.36
Furth et al (1995) +— 1.08(0.23,4.98) 178
Durando et al (2008) —+—I' 0.51(0.24,1.07) 3.32
Grekas et al (1993) —{—'._ 1.05(0.34,3.24) 2.46
Huangetal (1987) I—O'— 1.00(0.35,2.83) 2.63
Cavdar et al (2003) — -+ 3.75(0.37, 37.95) 1.00
Brydak et al (2004) —— 0.92(0.44, 1.93) 3.32
Kudo et al (2005) L -0~ 2.23(0.50, 10.00) 1.83
Holvast et al (2008)a :——-.-— 1.98 (0.50, 7.90) 2.01
Keshtkar-Jahromi et al (2008) | — T 1.36(0.56,3.29) 298
King et al (2001) | ——— 2.24(0.56, 8.91) 2.01
Centkowski et al (2007) | —t—— 2.77(0.65,11.76) 181
Tarasova et al (2006) : + 4.33(0.84,22.23) 164
Kubota et al (2007) —_— 3.96(1.15, 13.65) 2.25
Overall (l-squared = 54.3%, p=0.000) d) 0.47 (0.36,0.62) 100.00
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis :

| I | |

Odds ratio



Figure AS2.4. Forest plot of studies of seroconversion (>4 fold rise in HI titre): seasonal influenza A/H1N1,
vaccinated immunocompromised patients versus placebo or no vaccination

Study ES (95% ClI) Weight (%)
King et al (2000) ; 0.46 (0.04, 5.42) 28.47
Tasker et al (1999) i 2.86(0.55,14.99)  35.12
Chalmers et al (1994) | " 28.00(6.27, 124.95) 36.41
Overall (> = 77.8%, p = 0.011) <i> 3.90(0.42,36.64)  100.00

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

T
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1 2 5
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Figure S2.5. Forest plot of studies of seroconversion (=4 fold rise in HI titre): influenza A/H3N2, vaccinated
immunocompromised patients versus placebo or no vaccination

Study ES (95% ClI) Weight (%)
King et al (2000) 3 0.96 (0.12, 7.38) 31.85
Tasker et al (1999) i 16.80 (2.10, 134.18)  31.61
Chalmers et al (1994) | *— 62.86 (17.03, 231.96) 36.54
Overall (1% = 82.5%, p = 0.003) <> 10.93(0.92,129.80)  100.00

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

255 1 2 5
Odds ratio



Figure 52.6. Forest plot of studies of seroconversion (24 fold rise in HI titre): influenza B, vaccinated
immunocompromised patients versus placebo or no vaccination

Study ES (95% ClI) Weight (%)

Tasker et al (1999) 3.58(1.27,10.13) 58.03

Chalmers et al (1994)

Overall (1> = 72.7%, p = 0.056) 9.17 (1.05, 79.97) 100.00

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

T T T
2551 2 5
Odds ratio

33.62 (4.36,259.34) 41.97

Figure S2.7. Forest plot of studies of seroconversion (<1:40 pre-vaccination to 21:40 HI titre post
vaccination): seasonal influenza A/H1N1, vaccinated immunocompromised patients versus vaccinated
immunocompetent controls

Study ES (95% ClI) Weight (%)

Hsieh et al (2002) 0.17 (0.01, 1.88) 451

Keshtkar-Jahromi et al (2008) 0.27 (0.05, 1.43) 9.68

Mamula et al (2007) - 71 0.27(0.07, 1.10) 13.34
Montoya et al (2007) ; 0.90 (0.12, 6.78) 6.50
Soesman et al (2000) _;‘__ 0.68 (0.23, 1.99) 22.82
de Roux et al (2006) _%_‘_ 1.13(0.52, 2.47) 43.15
Overall (I” = 13.6%, p = 0.328) <>’ 0.65 (0.39, 1.09) 100.00

NOTE: Weights are from fixed effects analysis

T T T T
25 5 1 2 5
Odds ratio



Figure 52.8. Forest plot of studies of seroconversion (<1:40 pre-vaccination to 21:40 HI titre post
vaccination): influenza A/H3N2, vaccinated immunocompromised patients versus vaccinated

immunocompetent controls

Study ES (95% ClI) Weight
, |

Montoya et al (2007) N ! 0.38 (0.03,5.17) 7.32
Mamula et al (2007) ; 0.32(0.03, 3.27) 8.51
Fraund et al (1999) - 0.09 (0.03, 0.27) 16.24
Keshtkar-Jahromi et al (2008) ; 0.32 (0.06, 1.70) 12.06
Hsieh et al (2002) ; 2.06 (0.28, 15.36) 10.08
Soesman et al (2000) _%*__ 0.71(0.30, 1.71) 17.74
de Roux et al (2006) ——“_ 1.31(0.45, 3.80) 16.33
Lu et al (2009) 2.77(0.50,15.49)  11.73
Overall (I = 63.9%, p = 0.007) <D> 0.60 (0.25, 1.43) 100.00

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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Figure 52.9. Forest plot of studies of seroconversion (<1:40 pre-vaccination to 21:40 HI titre post
vaccination): seasonal influenza B, vaccinated immunocompromised patients versus vaccinated

immunocompetent controls

Study ES (95% ClI) Weight (%)
‘
Hsieh et al (2002) ; 0.27 (0.04, 1.70) 9.66
Fraund et al (1999) - 0.10(0.05,0.22) 16.92
Mamula et al (2007) ; 0.16 (0.05, 0.51) 14.12
Montoya et al (2007) ; 0.40 (0.06, 2.80) 9.16
Keshtkar-Jahromi et al (2008) ; 2.00(0.14, 27.99) 6.30
Lu et al (2009) _—‘—— 0.67(0.24,1.90) 14.95
de Roux et al (2006) ; 1.56 (0.36, 6.83) 11.90
Soesman et al (2000) '—“— 0.78(0.37,1.65) 16.99
Overall (I = 69.8%, p = 0.002) <> 0.42(0.19, 0.94) 100.00

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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Figure 52.10. Forest plot of studies of seroprotection (21:40 HI titre post vaccination): seasonal influenza

A/H1N1, vaccinated immunocompromised patients versus vaccinated immunocompetent controls

Study %
ID ES (95% Cl) Weight
Brydak et al (2006) € -~ : 0.05 (0.01, 0.39) 1.73
Bergeron (2010) - 1 0.05 (0.01, 0.33) 1.90
Hsieh et al (2002) : 0.07 (0.01, 0.64) 1.68
Mercado et al (2004) — 0.15 (0.02, 1.47) 1.57
Gribabis et al (1994) + 0.09 (0.02, 0.42) 2.46
Knysz et al (2001) >-— 0.15 (0.03, 0.91) 2.14
Vigano et al (2008) * : 0.29 (0.03, 2.80) 1.58
Amendola et al (2001) —— 1 0.07 (0.03,0.14)  4.23
Cavdar et al (2003) - 0.36 (0.03, 3.79) 1.49
Bedognetti et al (2009) * : 0.18 (0.03, 0.93) 2.35
Takata et al (2009) e 0.50 (0.04, 6.86) 1.27
Centkowski et al (2007) ——— 0.13 (0.04, 0.44) 3.07
Keshtkar-Jahromi et al (2008) -9— : 0.21 (0.04, 1.06) 2.39
Mauch et al (1995) - 0.39 (0.04, 3.49) 1.64
Briggs et al (1980) — 0.80(0.05,14.17)  1.10
Blumberg et al (1996) —-O—IL 0.18 (0.05, 0.64) 2.97
Mazzone et al (2001) —— 0.17 (0.05, 0.55) 3.26
Mamula et al (2007) ——— 0.22 (0.06, 0.91) 2.77
Burbach et al (1999) - 0.40 (0.07, 2.15) 2.29
Montoya et al (2007) : e 0.54 (0.09, 3.41) 2.05
Brydak et al (2000) - 0.47 (0.09, 2.34) 2.40
lorio et al (1997) —_— 0.21(0.10,0.45)  4.11
Rapezzi et al (2003) e — 0.35(0.11, 1.06) 3.32
Del Porto et al (2006) — 0.60 (0.12, 2.91) 2.45
Admon et al (1997) — 0.70 (0.13, 3.79) 2.28
Kapetanovic et al (2007) —:ﬁ—— 0.50 (0.16, 1.60) 3.24
Brydak et al (2004) —— 0.38 (0.16, 0.89) 3.91
Romanowska et al (2010) . n E— 0.69 (0.18, 2.61) 2.88
Centkowski et al (2007) —:4—- 0.47 (0.18, 1.21) 3.71
Shildt et al (1979) ——— 0.54 (0.18, 1.60) 3.41
lonita et al (1998) e 0.66 (0.18, 2.35) 3.01
Holvast et al (2009)b —:+—— 0.55 (0.18, 1.64) 3.39
Tarasova et al (2006) - -4 1.38(0.20, 9.77) 191
Furth et al (1995) : - 1.39 (0.24, 8.05) 2.18
Durando et al (2008) —_— 0.96(0.29,3.23)  3.14
van Assen et al (2010) —— 1.50 (0.37, 6.14) 2.75
de Roux et al (2006) | —— 1.20(0.59,2.45)  4.23
Nordoy et al (2002) ! +—— 2.33(0.91, 5.96) 3.72
Overall (I-squared = 56.9%, p = 0.000) é 0.36 (0.26, 0.51) 100.00

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

[ | |
25 5 1 2 5
Odds ratio



Figure S2.11. Forest plot of studies of seroprotection (>1:40 HI titre post vaccination): influenza A/H3N2,
vaccinated immunocompromised patients versus vaccinated immunocompetent controls

Study %
ID ES (95% Cl) Weight
Mazzone et al (2001) * : 0.03 (0.00, 0.27) 211
Montoya et al (2007) - T 0.06 (0.01, 0.46) 2.21
Rapezzi et al (2003) -o- - 0.10 (0.01, 0.84) 2.06
Admon et al (1997) * : 0.10 (0.01, 0.72) 2.28
Gribabis et al (1994) * T 0.11(0.02, 0.81) 2.27
Amendola et al (2001) —e. | 0.07 (0.02, 0.28) 3.12
Mamula et al (2007) * : 0.19 (0.02, 1.79) 1.96
Soesman et al (2000) -t 0.17 (0.02, 1.45) 2.07
Bedognetti et al (2009) —_— 0.11 (0.02, 0.57) 2.74
Brydak et al (2000) - 0.44 (0.02, 8.03) 1.40
Vigano et al (2008) >t 0.29 (0.03, 2.80) 194
Centkowski et al (2007) —o—{ 0.11(0.03, 0.39) 3.30
Durando et al (2008) —— 0.17 (0.03, 0.88) 2.72
Brydak et al (2006) ——— 0.15 (0.04, 0.60) 3.08
Fraund et al (1999) —_—— : 0.11 (0.04, 0.30) 3.67
Takata et al (2009) T 0.30 (0.04, 2.20) 2.23
Nordoy et al (2002) —ﬁ—‘l— 0.16 (0.04, 0.65) 3.09
Romanowska et al (2010) - 0.38 (0.06, 2.46) 2.37
lorio et al (1997) ——| 0.15 (0.07, 0.34) 4,00
Holvast et al (2009)b —r—:— 0.25 (0.08, 0.83) 3.38
Salemi et al (2010) T 0.94 (0.08, 10.91) 1.76
Keshtkar-Jahromi et al (2008) ———— 0.57 (0.13, 2.55) 2.89
Brydak et al (2004) —{-ﬁ—— 0.54 (0.13, 2.26) 2.99
Mercado et al (2004) ——— 0.57 (0.13, 2.51) 2.92
Hsieh et al (2002) — 0.81(0.15, 4.44) 2.61
Del Porto et al (2006) : : - 1.75 (0.25, 12.50) 2.26
Furth et al (1995) —_— 0.94 (0.26, 3.44) 3.21
Kapetanovic et al (2007) + 0.83 (0.28, 2.48) 3.55
Lu et al (2009) —t— 1.51(0.39, 5.91) 3.11
Rosok et al (1996) ' * 6.00 (0.39,92.28)  1.52
Chalmers et al (1994) I;—Q-— 1.76 (0.40, 7.69) 2.93
lonita et al (1998) | ——— 1.80 (0.46, 7.09) 3.09
Shildt et al (1979) | et 1.23(0.48, 3.18) 3.78
de Roux et al (2006) : —_—— 1.26 (0.48, 3.27) 3.77
Centkowski et al (2007) 1 + 1.52 (0.58, 3.98) 3.76
Blumberg et al (1996) - -—— 1.95(0.79, 4.79) 3.86
Overall (I-squared = 64.1%, p = 0.000) ¢ 0.39 (0.26, 0.59) 100.00
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis :

[ [
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Figure 52.12. Forest plot of studies of seroprotection (21:40 HI titre post vaccination): seasonal influenza B,
vaccinated immunocompromised patients versus vaccinated immunocompetent controls

Study %

D ES (95% Cl) Weight
Centkowski et al (2007) *> 1 0.04 (0.01,0.31) 1.87
Rapezzi et al (2003) * : 0.06 (0.01, 0.46) 178
Mercado et al (2004) » T 0.09 (0.01, 0.86) 167
lonita et al (1998) -4~ T 0.13 (0.01, 1.20) 170
Salemi et al (2010) -— 0.21(0.02, 1.98) 164
Amendola et al (2001) e — : 0.05 (0.02,0.12) 3.50
Vigano et al (2008) = 0.23 (0.02, 2.15) 167
shildt et al (1979) e 0.11 (0.02,051) 250
Keshtkar-Jahromi et al (2008) : g 0.49 (0.04, 5.60) 1.49
Montoya et al (2007) - 0.33 (0.04, 2.48) 1.89
Admon et al (1997) -4~ 0.40 (0.05, 3.53) 172
Bergeron (2010) - : 0.23 (0.05,1.13) 238
Romanowska et al (2010) —— 0.15 (0.05, 0.51) 295
Fraund et al (1999) —— | 0.10 (0.05, 0.19) 376
Mamula et al (2007) ———— 0.16 (0.05, 0.51) 3.05
Brydak et al (2006) —0-:— 0.23 (0.06, 0.93) 2.65
Del Porto et al (2006) —_—— 0.27 (0.06, 1.28) 246
Gribabis et al (1994) ——— 0.28 (0.06, 1.24) 254
Hsieh et al (2002) +- 0.29 (0.07, 1.25) 254
lorio et al (1997) —— 0.18 (0.07, 0.42) 348
Mazzone et al (2001) ——— 0.25 (0.08, 0.79) 3.04
Salemi et al (2010) . 0.94 (0.08, 10.91) 148
Allison et al (1977) _.ﬁ—' 0.36(0.11,1.16) 3.00
Blumberg et al (1996) —_—— 0.32(0.12,0.84) 331
Brydak et al (2004) —_— 0.38(0.12,1.14) 311
Bedognetti et al (2009) +- 0.37 (0.13,1.09) 3.15
Chalmers et al (1994) ——— 0.59 (0.13, 2.58) 255
Brydak et al (2000) e 0.92 (0.17, 5.00) 226
Durando et al (2008) —{—Q—— 0.67 (0.18, 2.44) 281
van Assen et al (2010) ———— 0.71(0.19, 2.65) 279
Mauch et al (1995) —_——— 0.82 (0.21, 3.28) 268
Gunthard et al (2000) : * 2.33(0.22, 25.25) 154
Furth et al (1995) ——— 091 (0.22, 3.69) 266
de Roux et al (2006) —p—— 0.98 (0.25, 3.81) 272
Tarasova et al (2006) -I—I-o— 1.29 (0.30, 5.43) 2.60
Soesman et al (2000) :—0— 0.86 (0.32, 2.33) 3.29
Lu et al (2009) —_—— 0.88 (0.33, 2.35) 330
Centkowski et al (2007) I —— 2.67 (1.04, 6.85) 3.36
Kapetanovic et al (2007) ! —— 3.64(1.22,10.90) 3.12
Overall (l-squared =65.1%, p =0.000) ¢ 0.37 (0.25,0.53) 100.00

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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Figure 52.13. Forest plot of studies of seroprotection (=1:40 HI titre post vaccination): pandemic influenza
A/H1N1, vaccinated immunocompromised patients versus vaccinated immunocompetent controls

Study ES (95% ClI) Weight (%)

Brakemeier et al (2010) 0.06 (0.01, 0.29) 50.30

Lu et al (2011) 0.80 (0.16, 4.02) 49.70

Overall (1% = 80.4%, p = 0.024) <>> 0.22(0.02,275)  100.00

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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